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Rt, 8, Frederick, M. ?1701 
5/31/75 






Ben Bradlee, editor 
Washington Post 
1150 15 SU, W 
Wash., D.0\ 20005 

Dear Hndlee» 

I hope you vdll take the tioe to road tho enclosed copy of my today* s letter 
to Da^d Martin, espacially tlio roferonces to tii® Post# 

I read his story before brsfUcfaBt. Bince then 1 *tb read aiiotlis:r Post story, to 
which 1*11 refer not in critioism but as illustratiTB of th© real problems the press, 
which is confrontc^d with deadlines of which officials are aware, has to conteid with# 

Thuredny's Post contaixis another illustration^of how tho press can be used for 
official purposes with tlie press innocent and tbs rpoxtlng sorupulpusly accurate# X 
do think that if the Post were not hungup on me it fid^t have occurred to soiiseone 
on Lawrenoe Meyer* a desk to ask oe questions I also think are obvious about that 
stozy, ^Officials Comidedn of Information Afot ^E^emanda#? 

Wimiiag five FOXA suits one way or another, with <ma part of the legialativo 

history of the amending and specifically cited in the debates; winning couxitless 
oxhera outside of court; and being the writer if not the person who has used this 
law more than any other to qualify me as an ea^rt# 

Wien I realised that in all innoconco the Post was - you can* t be 

export on ^ because I start thj day early I dashed off a 1,200-1,500 

draft of an opinion article going into the other side/ before breakfast# I laid it 
aside until your wor:dLng day starts rather than taking the time and coat of getting 
it retyped# (l am as for morg than 11 years I have been without incoce of subsidy#) 
Then i phoned Myelin# I could not get through T}ie second woman to whom I spoke 
was a real stmevall# 1 explained to her that X did not want to take the time to 
retype this pieoe if there was not Ube poasibdLIlty that ^eyelin would consider it# 

I told her it was not a letter to the editor, that I kxiew it to be impossible to 
consider evorythingf that no editor could commit himeelf to any article without 
reading it, and that all I wantewl to know is whether he would conedder the piece 
without any coondtoent to use it# why should I waste the time if as is his rl^t 
Cieyelin feels he wants no editorial artiole cm FOIA? And you aro not unaware of 
oUtcr thou^ta I ooulu liave had# But all X could got was a broken rc.cord, **Mr* 

Geyolin considers everything # ** Anybody who has spait a day in any newspaper kziowa 

better# It aituply is impossible# \ . 

\ 

No reporter, no matter how good - anl I bellev^i ^^hrfeLn and ^eorge -t^irdner^ aro 
good, muoh better than avorgge good reporters - oan kziow or remember everything# So 
it is not personal crltldsiii of them or of thair editors to note a few qtaestione^ 
their today's stozles raise# W^th Bartin's central is when JilC first learned of ^ 
Rusden mis.jjLoe in Guta# I don t know bat I do know the oxTidal series ox the pasti 
when Hc^eorgo Bundy ov^^kened him with the news two months after the date in ^^artin'B 
story# I think it was 10/15/62# There is a date question with Lordner's close, **••# 
the only plot dervlaed against ^aetro in the 1959^3 period#** ClA ones In 1965 have\ 
been reported# Policy, at least JPK*s,ohtuigod in October 1962# •^ohnson has been • ^ 
quoted widely as lamenting a Murder, Ixic# , we operated in the Caribbeen# 

Ladner's unidentified sources told him that Dover’s reason for writing Bobby 
was ''because he feared that euiy Clir-Mafia deals could govemmont investi- 

gations and prosecutions of orgnnizcwl crime oases#" 



I tove an extensive collection of iloover's letters. In a majority of them self- 
BPTvlnc is obvious* He was a master at this* at filing and at semantics* The nature 
of the Hoover^Ketinody r3U.atioarMp is not cocrct» dft-rc ported accounts have it that 
one of i^obby'a real prohlema with Hoover was getting biia to rao^e any real effort 
against organized crimo* 

In filing tlie thousands of pages of FBI material I have obtained^ there are more 
than 2*000 pages I have not yet had time to read - ^ have never had the need to 
establish a file on what tbs FBI Imow about plots against ^astro* 

^af free yhich I’vo quot^ beijlns*”Hoov«r was ap.arently unaware of any 
(emph* adoed) plot to assaodinate ^astrOv** sources s^d*.*«** 

I 

If I can t recall euiy pi*oof I have to tlie contrary I suspect that somewhere I 
do havo it. 

Asrcpg those **lndigeQ 0 U 8 (Cuban) organizations trying to do him [^aatroj in** 
the so»irce referred to Booror had his own Infoi’zaritfj. I'hero iilso hJU- rctporisi- 
biU.tiee under the houtrality Act. i iOiow of i'BI raids where thor. was reason to 
believo assasslnatlaa of ^fistro could have been aii obj^ ctiv*:? of those raided. I 
have published a little on tljls. Come to thinic cf it* there woo aEoover* not just 
FBI* owa'rcnese of an nasassinaidon plot. I r«iport it in Whitewash (l), pp.15^?:^. 

From the existing records Hoover delayed investigating this until tiie Warren ^oro- 
Bdsion directed him to nine molndis or so later. It is a ncx>*invet:tlgutiu£i but 
confirmatory. This is in the eecond book and if you want thorn you can have these 
reports, i have them. I also have not loos than five taped intcr'd.ews with two of 
those Hoover said were involved* if you want them. Dubious types* but one told me 
he had been offered 550*000 to kill JFK. Jasd this is not in the FBI reports. 
(Later_^o others told mo of plots against Duvaller in which the FBI had no interest. 
I ofi'eT/ 'c ^2 tiic tape of the iatcivlmf ti'a’ough. latomai decuritj' Division.) 

I reiKrit tills is not criticism of tiie Post, Bar»ineT or his desk^ I do not 
equate it with the judgement reflected in thu Post refusal to print a word about 
that 1/22/64 transcript I wish you would rea<l personally. Or with tbd at ti tide 1 
encountered Thursday with Ueyelin*s office. 

&y concerns arc ebeut the oeloctivo abend onment of traditional stand^da 
of nows writing and judgements* about the facility with which officials can mani- 
pulate wliat appsjars and does not appear* snd what tills can moan to the country* 
particularly in what I regard as a cruci€d ond dangeroua period. 

Currently there neema to be no end to them aai I can't remc’Ciber a time* svon 
during the Warron Coprltv^on pcilod* wh^n they ware as fi-equcnt ^lair.tcnb, I 
was told yoetoixlay tmt the Boston ^lobc had a story ^ting the nctivatjon 

analyssvi for which suinc: and hare i:i part confirms the official solution to t ha 
JFK material. \(hen I offered wliat ^ had already obtainod to UPI anu the Poet without 
interest, I left an unanswered nsessage at the t^lobe*s Washington office. Theyx also 
wrote this story wit: out apoakiag to me. I tiilnk X also qufJLify as an obvious expoi't 
on this having made tho study that underlies the eaxie 1 took the Supreme 'Jcurt 
ahd being the current lltigaat. Without casting aaporaions at the Olo 10 f whero 1 Icnow 
nobody; I offer the opinion tnat this exemplifiea b^I joumoliam a^id ropresonts a 
probable solicitation to being used. The aiuipleat proof is that the requirsd ilAA 
tests simply wore nevor iriade. I tell yea this based on Kelley* b lottei* in thiy euit 
of 5 / 10/75 and the papers I have been given under it. To data* that is* because 
I've piGVoa in coui-t thc;t they svore falsely in saying tlcv^have glvt*i 00 /ill* as 
^lisy also says in thdU; letter. (I've already offered aSfi/Srfer the -t'ost copies. 

If you wont to soni tMs to the ^lobe, rhen I hv/r, no contacts 

or even names* please do.) 

If I were not sincerely worried about th. potential of all of this I'd not bo 
taking this time. I hope you will find enough tiiae to think aiiout it. 

Sincerely* 



Uttwvl A •KoT'Cf 



